APPENDIX

Table B-1—~PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR THE STATE, BY SIZE OF PLACE: 1960

The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was rssigned & value during the tabulation beeause of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
neonsistent with another entry, or wasnot readable by the mechanica! equipment. See text for further explanation., Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or whero base is less than 100]

URBAN RURAL
THE URBANIZED AREAS OTHER URBAN
SUBJECT STATE PLACES OF| OTHER
TOTAL CENTRAL URBAN PLACES OF | PLACES OF TOTAL 11000 TO RURAL
CITIES FRINGE 101000 21500 TO 21500
OR MORE 101000

TOTAL PERSONSI NUMBERs o o o o v o ¢ o s o «| 2 757 537| 1 462 512 607 518 150 462 333 360 371 172 1 29% 025 196 680|1 098 345
PERSONS SUBSTITUTED

FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW s + o o & 4 o & Q0«3 Q3 0s3 Oe2 092 042 0.2 0.2 042
FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE » ¢ + o+ & Ol 0ol 04} aee 041 Oel el 02 Oul
PERSONS WITH ONE OR MORE ALLOCATIONSs + ¢ o o ¢ v & 2+ 1 23 2.5 24l 240 244 18 2+1 148
RELATIONSHIP ALLOCATED: o » « o 4 & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 025 0.5 0.5 Ot 048 05 0.5 045 045
SEX ALLOCATED o o o o o 4 o o o s ¢ 0 0 v v 0 0 ¢ s 0«2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0s2 0.2 042 Qe2 0.2
COLOR ALLOCATED o o o = s & s s 4 o 2 5 8 ¢ 5 ¢ s Qa3 0,3 04 043 043 0.3 Qe Q3 03
BIRTHDATE ALLOCATED o o 4 v o o v ¢ o ¢ v ¢ s s & o 140 1+ 1.3 140 1.0 1.0 0.8 140 047
DECADE UNKNOWNe « o o 4 o o o 2 v o8 0 % 5 8 4 o Qs0 0.7 0.9 0«7 0.6 045 Osth 05 Q.
DECADE KNOANs « ¢ & o o o » a2 g 4 o s 8 ¢ ¢ s 2 » Oati Ol [21) 0ol Ouli Qelt Q3 Q5 043
PERSONS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVERS: NUMBERs s + o « L 941 187 1 043 796 429 724 99 683 242 185 272 234 897 391 148 059 752 332
MARITAL STATUS ALLOCATEDs ¢ o o o ¢ » s+ 5 o 5 ¢ o 05 0.6 o7 O [°1%-] Ol 03 Ot 03

1 THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION: WHICH I5 NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE+ CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONSt AND ALL THEIR CHARAGCTER~
ISTICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONS, OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO PQOPULATION DATA. OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECQRDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM.

Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960

SThe term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the achedule, or because the entry was poorly marked
nconsiatent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanieal cquipment, See text for furfher explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where bnse is less than 1001

PERSONS SUBSTITUTEDY PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS
PERSONS 14 YEARS

TOTAL FOR FOR WITH 1 OLD AND

AREA PERSONS OMISSTONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION= BIRTH OVER

(NUMBER) DUE TO NON- DUE TO ALLO= SHIP SEX coLoR DATE ———

INTRRVIEWS MECHANTCAL CATIONS MARTTAL

FAILURE STATUS

URBAN PLACES OF 101000 OR MORE
AMES o o o o 5 o o o ¢ & 0 s 8 2 4 % o ¢ 27 003 0.2 reu 247 0.5 043 Q.6 049 10
BETTENDGRF ¢ v o o o o 5 4 o o ¢ 4 o ¢ s 11 534 04l o led Qe Oel Os4 03 0e2
BOONEs + o o o ¢ vy o o s o o 2 s 4 ¢ 0 ¢ 12 468 04l Osl 1.2 02 Osl Qo2 046 0e2
BURLINGTON « s « o » o & & » e e a e 32 430 Ol XX 243 [+ 0a2 Q3 1ol 0ot
CEDAR FALLSe ¢ o s « ¢ o s v o % 4 & 0 » 21 1958 Oel 147 0.4 0.2 Ostt 0.8 0.2
CEDAR RAPIDS 2 o s o o s & 5 0 o 4 ¢ v 3 92 035 Q4 2R [ 7%:] 0e2 043 142 0.7
CLINTONs o o ¢ o 2 o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & 4 s v 0 33 589 0.2 2.0 Qa3 042 Q2 1.0 0.6
COUNCIL. BLUFFS « « o o « 2 5 ¢ 5 2 2 0 ¢ 55 641 0ol 26 05 D3 Qelt 143 046
DAVENPORT: » o ¢ o o o s 0 s o s 4 & v o a8 9a1 042 2.3 Ol 043 [R] 12 06
DES MOINES o ¢ o o ¢ ¢« & s « ¢ o 4 4 4 208 982 0.4 2.9 0+8 0.3 045 $aB 029
DUBUQUEs & + » « e 4w e 56 606 Q42 2.0 Cel} 0.2 0,3 1.0 0.5
FORT DODGE + » Y R 28 399 Q41 18 03 Osl 0.2 1e} 0.5
FORT MADISON » « .. e 0 oe e L5 247 043 1+6 Qelf 0.2 043 Qe? 03
TORA CITY. o v & . “he e 33 443 0.2 1.8 04 0.2 Q3 0.9 LI
KEOKUK » o+ o » & . s e 16 316 0.4 107 N 0.2 043 0.7 0e3
MARION « & o« o .. PR 10 8az2 041 2.3 Qul} 0.1 042 Lali 0.8
MARSHALLLTOWN « e P 22 521 02 L¢3 03 0.1 Ot Qb Qo2
MASON CITY « & o . e e 30 642 0.3 148 [*1Y] 0.2 0.2 048 O+ 84
MUSCATINE . « o » o [ 20 997 0.2 241 Dol 0.3 05 1.0 03
NEWTON & ¢ & o » . e 15 38} 0.2 2.7 0.6 0.3 Ot iYL 05
OSKALOOSAY o o « 4 o o o 2 o o 6 4 o ¢ 0 11 053 0.3 (X3 2.0 047 Oul Qe2 0.8 0s3
OTTUMWAS o 5 s v o ¢ o 5 & & o o 3 o o @ 33 871 043 2.7 0+5 0.3 0l Lt 07
SIOUX QITY o o o 4 o o o o s o v 4 s ¢ o B9 189 045 343 0.8 Ol [+1%-] 16 0.8
WATERLOO « o o o & s o o 5 2 o o 4 o o & 71 788 0.2 1.9 Qet 0.2 Qe 1.0 0e5
WEST DES MOINESe o o ¢ o « o o s 4 o o 11 949 1.0 2.0 Outh 0.2 0.3 1.0 05
COUNTIES

ADAIRs ¢ o ¢ & o 3 5 » & e e s 10 893 0.2 Osl 142 0.3 0.2 Oal 046 Oul
ADAMSe « s v v o 4 o ¢ ] 7 468 045 0s2 17 0e6 Q41 0.2 0.8 ' 0.2
ALLAMAKEE . v o o s o + DR 15 982 0.2 e 1.9 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.8 [ I}
APPANOOSE . « o o 4 o o o e e e 16 015 045 ver 247 048 0.3 03 Lot 045
AUDUBONGS o o o s 4 o & & St e e s 10 919 0.3 ves 2.8 048 0.2 0e3 Le8 02
BENTON o o o o o ¢ s & o IR 23 422 (/XD (XX L7 0485 0.2 0.3 Ceb 042
BLACK HAWK « o « « o« » & e e 122 482 0.2 Oul 1.7 0l 042 043 09 Oolt
BOONE« o o v » o ¢ o o o R 28 037 041 Y 1e3 043 0.l 0s2 07 0s2
BREMER o ¢ o o o 4 o & ¢ o o ¢ 2 4 0 5 @ 21 108 0.l "ee L84 0+5 0.2 0.4 0.5 De2
BUCHANAN » o » o o o o 8 4 o ¢ 5 ¢ 2 0 s 22 293 0ol Oel 140 03 el 0s1 0.5 0.2
BUENA VISTAe o o 4 » o o o o s 5 o & 5 ¢ 21 189 0.2 0e2 149 045 042 0.3 (+1Y:} 04
BUTLER & o ¢ 5 o 4 o s 5 s 2 3 s & o o+ & 17 467 0.2 O«l 244 0.7 043 045 07 Oo#
CALHOUNGS % o o o o 5 o s 0 ¢ s o 4 o s & 15 923 0.2 e 247 0e7 04 0.6 1.1 043
CARROLLs o » o ¢ v o 8 5 s o o ¢ 4 o 4 ¢ 23 431 0.2 Qe2 2.7 0.3 0.4 043 Le? Ol

1 YHIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION' WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE, CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS: AND ALl THEIR CHARACTER=
ISTICS: WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONSs OMISSIONS QUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATAs OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDEDR IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM.

17-159




17-160 Towa -
Table B-2.—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960—~Con.

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the sehedule, or becsuse the entry was poorly marked,
Inconsfstent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical cquipment. See text for further explanation, Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where hase is less than 100]

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED! PERSONS PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS FLIER$2NS
ARS
TOTAL FOR FOR WITH L OLD AND
AREA PERSONS OMISSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION= BIRTH OVER
{NUMBER) DUE TO NON~ DUE TQ ALLO~ SHIP SEX COLOR DATE e
INTERVIEWS MECHANICAL GATIONS MARITAL
FAILURE STATUS
COUNTIES==CON«
CASS & ¢ o o v 5 1 ¢ ¢ o LI R I ) 17 919 03 046 245 Ot Oa4 140 046 Outt
CEDARe & & o ¢ o o o & » R R 17 791 Ol e 0.8 D43 0.1 Ol 043 0.2
CERRO GORDOs o s 4 » o » .. . 0w 49 894 Oe2 e 147 045 0.2 043 047 Ol
CHEROKEE # o o o & o s o L o v 18 598 0.1 03 1.7 0.5 0.2 Q.3 047 043
CHICKASAWs « o o« 4 o+ 0 o .. “« 8 15 034 Qe84 e 244 05 0.2 0.2 18 Ol e
CLARKE « 5 4 » & 4 2 o & .. . v 8 222 0e3 tee 3.3 0.8 0.7 0.9 049 [
CLAY o o o o 0 o 4y o 5 o LY " s e 18 504 03 ‘e 2,8 0.5 0.2 03 1l 1s2
CLAYTONY « » s o » 5 o o tah e e s 21 962 De3 ren 2.0 ) 03 0.2 048 0.3
CLINTONs « o & ¢ s 5 « o .. L) 55 060 De2 ) 147 03 0.2 042 0.8 046
CRAWFORD o + ¢ o 4 ¢ » & . . 18 569 X} 042 145 Oslt 04l Ol 0.7 02
DALLAS o & s o o o o o & 5 s & s 4 0 o » 24 123 043 142 Ol 0.2 02 [} 042
DAVISs » o o o s o o o s % ¢ 8 a 4 8 o % 9 199 0.3 0.9 03 041 0sl 0.3 042
DECATURs # o » s a o » o 2 ¢ o 2 4 5 o » 10 539 Q.8 27 1Y} Q4 0.3 144 043
DELAWARE o ¢« o o 5 o o » 2 2 9 o 3 v o 18 483 0.2 13 0.5 Ol [ T%] 0.5 043
DES MOINES ¢ o & & « v v oes 44 605 02 243 046 0.2 (7] Llad Ot
DICKINSONs o o o o ¢ o & 8 ¢ o s 3 ¢ 8 1 12 874 Oeb 1.8 049 0.2 Qel 0.7 0.3 —
DUBUQUES s v ¢ » ¢ ¢+ & ¢ 5 0 o s & o o @ 80 ou48 0.2 1.8 Oslt 02 043 049 0,8
EMMETe o o 2 ¢ & 4 5 o o 2 o o 0 5 & # ¢ 4 a7 Q.4 1.0 043 Oel Oel 0.5 Q.2
FAYETTE® ¢ o o & 4 + & s ¢ o« o o 3 2 & @ 28 581 042 146 Oult 0.2 0.2 Q46 043
FLOYDa o o o ¢ o4 ¢ o o & ¢ » s 2 ¢ ¢ @ 21 102 045 1.7 0.5 042 [ T3 Q.5 0,8
FRANKLIN o o o .. IR 8 472 043 ve 145 Ol 0e2 () Otk 0.2
FREMONTs 2 o .. [ R ] 10 282 0.l [ 1.8 045 02 0.l 049 0.th
GREENE o« ¢ » » .. L A 4 379 042 0+5 0.9 043 02 Osl 043 041
GRUNDY » o » » ‘. R 1y 132 0.2 XX} 147 0.6 Qe2 03 046 03
GUTHRIE. » o o .. e e e 13 607 Ol 1e2 244 Ot 0+3 042 0.9 Ol
HAMILTON + & o .« P R R 20 032 0.3 0.1 247 0.9 03 047 1.0 0.6
HANCOCKs « o o e IR SR S 14 604 Ol 0el 1.8 0.6 02 Osl 0.9 0.3
HARDIN » o o o v . e v e w sk 22 533 Ot Oyl 14 0.4 Qo2 Qe 1Y) 02
HARRISON o « .« R 17 600 0wl e 241 Otk 0.3 043 1.0 045
HENRYs o o » » . P O 18 187 045 043 2.7 Q.7 0.3 046 1e2 0.3
HOWARD 4 o o » & & . e ¢ e s 0 4w 12 74 Oal tee 1.0 Q4¢3 02 Os2 0,3 O¢2
HUMBOLDT » s o « & . 3 P R} 13 156 D5 (XX 240 0.3 0.2 043 1.2 0.2 -
IDAs o o o b o s v s s e e e 10 269 0.2 045 149 [ 0.2 0u4 0.8 003
TOWA o » o o s o & DRI R Y 16 356 Oatt tee 248 0.5 Ol 044 14 0:6
JACKSONe « + o & o D .o .. 20 754 Ol [ 7Y3 249 Oul 0e2 Q44 2,0 03 v
JASPER « « o o o . s v oa .. 35 282 Oe2 Oold 1.9 Qelt 0.2 043 1.0 0.3
JEFFERSON« » o o o . e . 15 818 [+ 1%:] XX 2.8 0.5 0.3 045 142 0.8
JOHNSONe s & » « & - v [ e 53 663 D.2 Qe2 1.7 Qalf 0.2 03 0.8 Ol
JONESe » o o & o« & . e .. .. 20 693 0.2 Osd 244 0.6 0.3 Q43 1.0 [ 7L}
KEOKUK o o o o & & . sy .« .. 15 492 Q. 0s2 07 0.3 e Odl G2 0.1
KOSSUTH. & « » .. PRI SRR T 25 314 Osl 1.2 045 0l 04 043 Osl
LEEs 2 o o o .« I I N 44 207 043 2.0 046 03 03 Q.9 0.3
LINN o » ¢ o » . PR I RS S 136 899 0.3 23 05 0.2 043 142 0.7
LOUISA « « o » .. P R ) 10 290 0.7 Lalf 047 Ol 0e2 043 Qe
LUCASe ¢ & o o .. P e s s w4 a b 10 923 0.2 2e3 Q.6 0.3 Ot 0.8 ol
LYON « . .. D T N ) 14 468 0.3 17 043 0.l 02 Ll 0s3
MADISON. + « & v o PR R I 12 298 Ol 12 03 0.2 0ed Q.4 Oul .
MAHASKA. + « o O D N ] 23 602 0.2 1.6 Os6 Ol 042 08 042
MARION & « & » . R 25 886 0e2 147 [T} Outh O3 Qb 043
MARSHALL + o « .. e e e g e e 37 98y Ol Le3 0.3 02 03 08 0u2 -
MILLSs o o v o o v » 2 ¢ 0 6 o o s 13 050 043 vee 149 0.7 042 042 046 0.3
MITCHELL + « o o I 14 043 Qa2 (XK 0«7 0.1 res O»d 0.4 I3}
MONONA &+ + o » & D O Y 13 916 0.2 0l 145 0.5 043 03 046 02
MONROE « o o o o » & o 5 o o o o » 10 463 043 v 244 06 0.2 043 142 0.5
MONTGOMERY o« o P 14 467 0.2 ‘e 1.8 0.6 0e2 043 Dsb 042
MUSCATINE: o » o R RS S 33 BuO 042 0» 243 0.7 0.3 04 0,8 03 -
O'BRIENS « o o s o » o o 0 o & o 4 18 840 0.3 ves 240 046 043 0.2 1ol 0:3 -
CSCEQLA: & o + » D T 10 064 0,2 “ee 240 0.9 02 0.3 08 0s2
PAGE + o o o« ¢ o P R 21 023 Ol 01 1.6 0.3 0.l 0e2 0.8 Oult
PALO ALTOs « » o L 14 736 043 e 242 0.5 Ca3 0.2 049 046 -
PLYMOUTH + & o o ¢« & & * 2 o ¢« o . 23 90% 0e2 0.1 242 0.8 0e2 [ 0.9 05
POCAMONTAS & & o ¢« » 5 o ¢ » & » . 14 234 [ T%] reu 242 05 043 045 049 Ced
POLK » o s » 5 o 4 8 ¢ & 2 0o o » . 266 318 Ot 0.4 248 0.8 043 Colf 14 0.8 s
POTTAWATTAMIEs « 2 » o ¢ 4 o + o . 83 102 Os1 0.2 242 0,4 0,3 003 1l 045
POWESHIEKs » o o o o » s v « & & . 19 300 02 Ol 149 Ot 0.2 0.3 0.8 04
RINGGOLD & o o « & » o. . . 7 910 0.4 ves 146 0+ 042 05 0.5 O}
SACs & 2 v o v 1+ 4 a o 0 0 s v s . 17 007 0a2 140 1.9 0eb 0.2 042 048 0.3 -
SCOTTe o % o o 4 0 s o o v s ¢ 0 . 119 067 Oul 0.1 2.0 Ol 042 0.3 1.0 0¢85
SHELBY » o o o 2+ s s 8 ¢ 4 » & & . 15 825 045 XX 4.0 Oe? 05 08 149 06
SIOUXe » 5 o » o & s & 3 & u v s . 26 375 0.3 ol 3.0 0.8 0.6 043 1.5 0.7
STORYs » o .+ o o s et 4 e v e » 49 327 0e2 e 246 D6 0.3 045 1.0 048
TAMA » ¢ 2 o o 8 0. e . 21 413 0.3 03 3.2 0.6 0.3 0.5 147 05 -
TAYLOR ¢ o o o o s et e e . 10 288 Oalt Qe85 22 Qb [T} 02 Led 03
UNIONs s & s & & R N 13 712 [s Y} “ae 245 Ce5 03 (71 Lol [+1%-3
VAN BUREN: o v » 5 o o ¢ s o o ' 9 778 0.2 Ok 1.8 €7 0.3 043 0.8 Ged -
WAPELEOw o o o DRI S I . © 46 126 Qo4 0.2 245 [+1%-] 0.2 Ol 143 Cu?
WARREN v ¢ o o o D R RS S . 20 829 0.2 [+1]-] 243 OB 03 0.3 1.0 06 o
WﬁSHINGTON oo [ TS . 19 406 0sl "ev ) Odlh 04l 0.1 03 Gel
WAYNEs » o ¢ o o I I T R ’ 9 800 0.2 "er 12 a3 042 1
WEBSIERe o o ¢ « s o ¢ ¢ a o 5 s . 47 810 0.2 0s1 148 o 01 0.2 10 b .
WINNEBAGOs o o » ¢ s 5 o & v o ¢ & o ¢ o 13 099 0.3 043 5 °
WINNESHIEK o o o o s # o o o o v o o ¢ » 21 651 0.2 e e o 3 o o g;‘,‘
WOODBURY ¢ o o v o o o o & o 8 % 5 o o ¢ 107 sus Y} Oal 3l 08 0.3 Ol 1.8 08
WORTHs o ¢ o ¢ o a o o o+ 4 o o 4 o ¢ & o 10 259 0.3 cen 142 0¢3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0e2 -
WRIGHT o » o o o & o« 8 s o 2 » o 5 o o @ 19 447 Oe2 e 244 0.7 Oe2 0.3 102 0.3
! THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATIONs WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE, CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS! AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER= f

ISTICS+ WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONS. OMISSIONS QUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATAs» OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FUL( SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEMa
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